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PANEL/CHAMBER

Panel 1 of the Munich Local Division

PARTICIPATING JUDGES

This Order was issued by the presiding judge, Dr Matthias Zigann, acting as judge-rapporteur.

LANGUAGE OF THE PROCEEDINGS

German

SUBJECT MATTER

R.105.5 RoP – Interim hearing FRAND of 21 July 2025

SUMMARY OF THE MAIN FINDINGS:

1) The interim hearing on the FRAND objection took place in the local division in Munich,
presided over by the presiding judge and judge-rapporteur Dr Matthias Zigann and, with 
the consent of the parties, with the additional hybrid participation of the legally qualified 
judge Peter Agergaard, in English. In accordance with the applications of both parties, the 
hearing was closed to the public (R. 105.2 RoP).

2) The parties were represented by:

Lenovo

Shawnna Yashar (O'Melveny & Meyers) 
Kilian Seidl (Freshfields)
Dr Nina Bayerl (Freshfields)

ASUS
xxxx, defendant 1) 
xxxx, defendant 1)
Julia Mauelshagen (Wildanger) 
Dr Alexander Wiese (Wildanger)

3) The presiding judge described the course of events relevant to the FRAND objection to
date.

Xxxx
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4) xxxx

5) The parties explain their views on the events to date. The following details are disclosed:

xxxx

6) The results of the meeting are as follows:

- Xxxx

- Both parties require at least one month to continue the discussions. As the court dates 
are not to be postponed, any documents are to be exchanged in parallel. The summer 
holidays do not need to be taken into account here.
- Both parties wish to continue to submit their arguments on the FRAND objection, each 
with a three-week deadline, and also to introduce the discussion from the parallel 
proceedings into the present proceedings (see App_33240/2025 UPC_CFI_302/2024).
- An exchange of further documents on application App_25466/2025 concerning the 
counterclaim for annulment is not considered necessary before the court decides on the 
application. The presiding judge states that an understanding of the technical context is 
likely to be necessary for a decision, so that a decision cannot be expected before the 
interim hearing on 25 September 2025.
- Both parties agree that agreement on the composition of any necessary confidentiality 
club will be reached out of court in advance and that the agreement will be communicated 
to the court when the application is filed.
- The interim hearing on 25 September 2025 is to be held as a video conference.
- The date for the oral hearing on 19 November 2025 is confirmed. The same applies to the 
date for the pronouncement of the judgment in the parallel case on 26 October 2025.

ORDER

1. ASUS may continue to submit arguments on the FRAND objection until 11 August
2025, including FRAND documents from the parallel proceedings as annexes.

2. Lenovo may respond to this by 1 September 2025, also submitting FRAND
documents from the parallel proceedings as annexes. In this respect, application 
App_33240/2025 is granted.

3. Both parties shall inform the court by 1 September 2025 in the present proceedings
and in the parallel proceedings whether an agreement has been reached.

4. Both parties may propose topics for the interim hearing on 25 September 2025 until 18
September.

5. The date for the interim hearing (25 September 2025) is confirmed. It will take place as
a video conference and in German, unless otherwise ordered.
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6. The date for the oral hearing (19 November 2025) is confirmed. Unless otherwise
ordered, it will take place in person in Munich and in German.

7. The parties will be summoned (again) to appear on these dates.

8. The greyed-out information is confidential.

INFORMATION ON THE REVIEW BY THE PANEL

EACH PARTY MAY REQUEST A REVIEW OF THIS ORDER BY THE PANEL PURSUANT TO R. 333 ROP.
. THE ORDER SHALL REMAIN EFFECTIVE UNTIL THE REVIEW HAS BEEN COMPLETED (R. 102.2 ROP).

INFORMATION ABOUT THE ORAL HEARING IN COURT

THE ORAL HEARING IS PUBLIC, UNLESS THE COURT DECIDES, IN SO FAR AS REQUIRED, IN THE INTEREST OF 
ONE OF THE PARTIES OR THIRD PARTIES OR IN THE GENERAL INTEREST OF JUSTICE OR THE 
PUBLIC ORDER, OR IN THE INTEREST OF THE PROTECTION OF THE RIGHTS OR FREEDOMS OF 
THE PARTIES OR OF A THIRD PARTY, OR IN THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC ORDER IF NECESSARY,
IN THE INTEREST OF ONE OF THE PARTIES OR OF THIRD PARTIES OR IN THE GENERAL INTEREST OF JUSTICE OR
PUBLIC ORDER, TO BE HELD IN CAMERA (R. 115 RoP).

INFORMATION ABOUT THE AUDIO RECORDING

AN AUDIO RECORDING OF THE HEARING WILL BE MADE. THE RECORDING WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PARTIES
OR THEIR REPRESENTATIVES AFTER THE HEARING IN THE COURT PREMISES (R. 115 ROP).

INFORMATION ABOUT THE ABSENCE OR DELAY OF A REPRESENTATIVE UPON

APPLICATION, A DEFAULT JUDGMENT MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST A PARTY IF
PARTY DULY SUMMONSED FAILS TO APPEAR FOR AN ORAL HEARING. (R. 355.1 (B) RoP).

INFORMATION ABOUT A DEFAULT JUDGMENT

IF A PARTY FAILS TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER WITHIN THE TIME SPECIFIED, THE OTHER PARTY MAY, IN ACCORDANCE WITH
R. 355 ROP (R. 103.1, LAST SUBPARAGRAPH, AND .2 ROP).

Dr. Zigann Presiding 
Judge
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Details of the order
Order No. ORD_33376/2025 in PROCEEDINGS NUMBER: ACT_33753/2024
UPC number: UPC_CFI_302/2024
Type of proceeding: Infringement action
No. of the associated proceedings Application No.: 33240/2025 / App_32941/2025 
Type of application: Submission for procedural application
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